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[Abstract:] Enquires why the Statement of Refining charges for the fiscal year 1880-81... 975 4% 
EOL. 


Treasury Department, 
Bureau of the Mint, 
Washington, D.C., 
October 11, 1881 


Sir: 


Referring to your Statement of charges deducted for “Parting and Refining bullion” 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1881, requested in my letter, of the 30th ultimo. And 
forwarded in yours of the Ist inst. I desire to call your attention to the fact that the amount of the 
charges as shown by this statement does not agree by some $900.00 with the amount deposited 
by you during the year and covered into the Treasury to the credit of the appropriation for 
“Parting and Refining bullion”. 


The following amounts were covered into the Treasurer as “Charges collected for parting, 
and refining bullion during the year at your Mint”, viz: 






































C/D 5217. ‘ $854.66 
: 5227 a 474.85 
i 5246 : 425.04 
7 5263 - 732.41 
a 5274 ; 583.60 
a 5292 2 512.58 
a 5304 : 422.23 
e 5317 : 346.38 
@ 5336 : 478.31 
C/D 3 i $570.81 
5247 
e 3 ; 476.03 
5257 
i 5378 ; 423.85 




















Making a total of $6295.75 against $5399.89 reported in the statement named. I will 
thank you to explain why the amounts named above should not agree with the amounts given in 
your statement, and which amount $6295.75 or $5399.89 is properly “the amount of charges 
collected from depositors at your Mint for parting and refining bullion during the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1881.” 
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Please give me an early reply as I am making the statements of earnings and expenditures 
for my Annual Report. 


Very respectfully, 
Horatio C. Burchard 
Director. 


A. Loudon Snowden, Esq. 
Supt. Mint U.S. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


[Enclosed note: ] 


The amt. mentioned in letter of Director as having been covered into the Treasury is the 
sum of all the charges on Deposits, Purchases &c. during the year. It has been customary (until 
within a short time) for the charges of all kinds to be reported to Cashier and by him covered into 
the Treasury. They were reported as refinery charges. Recent orders of the Director make a 
distinction in the charges, Parting, Refining & Toughening being called “Refinery Charges” and 
it is required (I believe) to deposit such charges separate from the charges for Melting, Alloy, 
Bar charges &c. The difference mentioned in the Directors letter is the charged for Melting Alloy 
Bars &c. 


O.B. Jones 


